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LORI LYNNE FORBES

For a Construction Per.mit for a
New FM Station on Channel 256C in
Waimea, Hawaii

To: Honorable Joseph P. Gonzalez
Administrative Law Judge

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

KR Partners ("KR"), by counsel, hereby requests an extension

of time to and including June 1, 1993, in which to file its reply

to the "Opposition to Motion to Enlarge Issues Against Lori Lynne

Forbes" which Lori Lynne Forbes ("Forbes") filed on May 18, 1993.

In support thereof the following is stated.

KR moved to enlarge the issues against Forbes on April 15,

1993, seeking an issue to determine whether Forbes would provide

the requisite city grade signal over Waimea. The Mass Media Bureau

("Bureau") filed comments supporting the addition of the requested

issue on April 28, 1993. Following extensions of time (due at

least in part to the illness of Forbes' engineer), Forbes filed her

Opposition on May 18, including a further engineering analysis of

Forbes' technical proposal. Forbes hand-served its Opposition on

KR's counsel, making KR's reply due Tuesday, May 25, 1993, pursuant

to 47 C.F.R. Section 1.294(c).

Because of the technical nature of the requested issue, and
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Forbes' Opposition, it is necessary for KR to have its engineer

review and respond to the further engineering analysis which Forbes

has profferred. Unfortunately, KR's Virginia based consultant is

out of his office on business from May 20 until May 26, preventing

him from preparing an analysis and response to Forbes' Opposition

until after the current reply date. For this reason KR is

requesting a one week extension of time in which to file its reply.

This should provide sufficient time for KR's consultant to prepare

his analysis which KR can then incorporate in its reply.

The requested additional time will not prejudice any party nor

unduly delay this proceeding. Counsel for Forbes, KES Communica-

tions, Inc., and the Bureau have all consented to a grant of this

request.

Wherefore, for the foregoing reasons, KR respectfully requests

the Presiding Judge to grant it to and including June 1, 1993, in

which to file its reply to the "Opposition to Motion to Enlarge

Issues Against Lori Lynne Forbes."

Respectfully submitted,

KR PARTNERS
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By'. arvanBeh
Richard H. Waysdorf

WAYSDORF & VAN BERGH
Suite 504
1000 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 785-2870

Dated: May 20, 1993
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Mark Van Bergh, an attorney in the law firm of Waysdorf &

Van Bergh, hereby certify that I have on May 20, 1993, sent by

first class U.S. mail, except as otherwise noted, copies of the

foregoing "Motion for Extension of Time" to the following persons:

Honorable Joseph P. Gonzalez*
Administrative Law Judge
Federal Communications Commission
Room 221
2000 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20054

Gary Schonman, Esquire*
Hearing Branch
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W.
Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dan J. Alpert, Esquire
7th Floor
1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

(Counsel for Lori Lynn Forbes)

Cary S. Tepper, Esquire
Meyer, Faller, Weisman & Rosenberg
Suite 380
4400 Jenifer Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20015

(Counsel for KES Communications, Inc.)

* By Hand


